Introduction
When we think about metropolitan industrial spaces, our collective imaginaries quickly assemble a landscape of smokestack buildings, with extensive production floors and heavy machinery. Even though this might ring true for a few of the manufacturing sectors, the reality is that most of them have been drastically transformed. Manufacturing in contemporary cities is now far more knowledge-based and technologicallyadvanced, with leaner production areas, less pollution and noise, and more integration with other urban uses (Daniels and Bryson, 2002) . Neoliberal and globalized capitalism have highly impacted manufacturing activities in cities and transformed the role of cities in global economies (Sassen, 2001) . Structural change in the predominant mode of production accompanies technological advances: first, we witnessed the deindustrialization of large cities as manufacturing plants moved around the globe; second, a new flexible and more ondemand mode of production fragmented the production process into smaller units that are connected through networks of outsourcing (Scott, 1988) . 
Definition
In this study, I adopt two different statistical definitions of micro-urban manufacturing, depending on the database. For economic ac tivit y dat a, I consider micro -urban manufacturing a manufacturing business that has 1-20 employees, which is the definition used by Sebrae. 1 When dealing with land use data, I consider micro-urban manufacturing a lot with a built area of up to 500 m 2 , which is the threshold defined by local zoning laws for manufacturing use to be allowed in most areas of the city (not only in industrial zones).
Additionally, I employ the qualifier urban to highlight that these activities are located within the urban fabric, in multiple neighborhoods -not just traditionally industrial zones -and that production is oriented towards final consumers who live in cities. Manufacturing solely refers to industries of transformation, which do not include transportation, utilities services, or construction sectors.
Data
The three main data sources for this study are (1) Paulo's urban development (Monbeig, 2004; Prado Jr., 1998; Singer, 2004 (1956) (1957) (1958) (1959) (1960) (1961) .
Industrialization was followed by intense migratory flows -rural workers looking for employment opportunities in the growing city -that led to a drastic expansion of the urban population during this period and charac terized the process of the "metropolitanization" of São Paulo. Others, on the other hand, offer alternative perspectives (Araújo, 2001 ; Azzoni apud Torres, 2012) . They claim that the process we are observing cannot be properly described of manufacturing employment in the city. These numbers are also consistent with the national average. Considering the entire country, micromanufacturing businesses account for 79% of companies and 17% of manufacturing jobs (Ibid.).
These numbers reflect only formal businesses that report to the federal government. However, it is known that this segment is also highly informal, so one could extrapolate that the share of micromanufacturing businesses and jobs is, in reality, even larger. The so-called "informal" economy is known for consisting of small firms, usually selfemployed, that aren't regulated by the formal regulatory environment (Castells and Portes, 1989; Tokman, 1992; Williams, 2014) . Homebased industrial workers -mostly women -are also another relevant segment of the informal economy that falls outside of the reach of the database used here (Chen, 2014) . an economic activity that highly benefits from being in denser urban areas more broadly, and also one that it is particularly connected to the city of São Paulo. This is mainly due to the availability of a diverse workforce, proximity to final consumers, and a closer connection to current fashion trends that dictate the demand for specific products.
Within the clothing industry, the production space is fragmented into smaller units, with outsourcing at multiple stages of production and a considerable amount of informality (Silva, 2008) . Interestingly, the sector in general -not micro-manufacturing However, these are only conjectures that need detailed examination.
Geographies
When we look at the spatial distribution and concentration of micro-urban manufacturing companies by sub-sectors, we find that there are variegated geographies to this segment of economic activity. This means that the inscription of micro-urban manufacturing companies on the territory can't be understood uniformly. There are significant variations that point to different relationships between small and large manufacturers according to economic sectors, or between micro-manufacturing units and their final consumers. The latter depends on the neighborhoods in which these units are concentrated. Briefly, there are two main geographies that stand out: (1) sectors that are be present in most of the city's neighborhoods;
and, (2) sectors that appear more concentrated On the other hand, micro-urban manufacturing activities are not a monolithic object and, therefore, cannot be entirely explained by the concept of a "lower" circuit.
The findings presented in this paper help create a picture of micro-manufacturing firms that is marked by diversity and heterogeneity.
There are multiple typologies, geographies, and relationships, depending on the sub-sector under consideration. In some industries, micromanufacturing firms locate more closely to larger-units (or the "upper" circuit), which implies a stronger connection between them.
Others are more independent and spread throughout, disconnected from regional production chains. In some sub-sectors, micro- 
Notas
The manuscript was entirely revised by Yanin Kramsky (University of California, Berkeley).
(1) Sebrae is a Brazilian social institution aimed at fostering the development of micro and small enterprises.
(2) I particularly want to thank Akinori Kawata, from the Division of Information Production and Analysis at the City of São Paulo's Department of Urban Development, who generously helped me by providing data for this project.
(3) This section draws largely from the review developed in Mendonça Abreu, 2017.
(4) According to Singer, "In general terms, the participation of the five most important sectors that produce consumer goods fell from 47.3% in 1949 to 34.9% in 1959, while the share of the six most important sectors that produce capital goods rose from 34.9% in 1949 34.9% in to 42.7% in 1959 34.9% in " (SINGER, 2004 .
(5) Between 1940 and 1950, the City of São Paulo's population grew at a 5.18% annual rate, and 5.70% from 1950 to 1960. During the following two decades, the annual population growth rate decreased, even though it was still high: The population grew at a 4.57% annual rate throughout the 1960s and 3.69% in the 1970s. It was only from the 1980s onward that the population growth drastically slowed down: Between 1980 and 1991, the average annual growth rate was 1.04%; in the 1990s it was 0.87%; and, finally, from 2000 to 2010, it reached an average of 0.79%.
(6) Here, I am referring to a segment that includes micro (1-20 employees in manufacturing and 1-10 employees in retail or services) and small (20-100 employees in manufacturing and 10-50 employees in retail or services) businesses, since most of the secondary data available looks at both of these scales of businesses together. The definition, as well as the data, is from Sebrae.
(7) IPEA is the Institute of Applied Economic Research, a public institution that develops studies and researches to support the federal government in policy-making.
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